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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is in response to Amendment filed on 6/29/2006. 

2. Claims 1, 4-9, 13-16, 19 and 21 have been amended, claim 18 has been canceled, and 
new claims 25-27 have been added. Currently, claims 1-17 and 19-27 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 21 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 19 and 20 depend on claim 18 which has been canceled. It is believed that claims 
19 and 20 may depend on claim 1 and treated as such in this office action. However, appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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6. Claims 4, 6 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the first GUI" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "second first search parameter" in line 1, There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "the active mode" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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8. Claims 1-9, 1 1-17, 20-23 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Rorex et al. (US Patent No 6,876,997). 

As to claim 1 , Rorex et al. teach: 
"A method" (see Abstract) comprising: 

"displaying content associated with a universal resource locator (URL) on a graphical 
user interface (GUI)" (see [column 3, lines 55-67]); 

"receiving a first search parameter for a first search engine" (see [column 4, lines 35-50] 
wherein keyword queries is equivalent to A pplicant 's "first search parameter", and the search 
engine web server 108 is equivalent to Applicant 's "first search engine"); 

"displaying a first search result in a first pane of the GUI, the first search result being 
associated with the first search parameter and generated using the first search engine" (see 
[column 4, lines 35-65], [column 6, lines 30-67] and Fig. 3 wherein search result list is 
equivalent to A pplicant 's "first search result", and the right region which displays the search 
result list is equivalent to A pplicant 's "first pane of the GUI"); 

"determining, for a second search engine, a second search parameter associated with the 
first search parameter, the second search engine being different from the first search engine" (see 
[column 6, lines 20-60] wherein search request is equivalent to A pplicant 's "first search 
parameter", search term is equivalent to Applicant 's "second search parameter", the search 
engine web server is equivalent to A pplicant 's "first search engine", and the related search web 
server is equivalent to Applicant 's "second search engine"); and 
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"displaying a second search result in a second pane of the GUI, the second search result 
being associated with the second search parameter and generated using the second search 
engine" (see [column 6, lines 35-67] and Fig.3 wherein related search results or related search 
listings is equivalent to Applicant 's "second search result" and the left region of the GUI of Fig. 
3 which displays the related search listing is equivalent to A pplicant 's "second pane of the 
GUI"). 

As to claim 2, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"automatically updating the second pane in response to a change in the first pane" (see 
[column 6, lines 20-60] wherein for each search request, a different search result list displayed 
on the right region and different related search result listings displayed on the left region which 
interprets A pplicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 3, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"automatically updating the second pane in response to a user navigation in the first 
pane" (see [colunrn 6] and Fig. 3 wherein each region (left or right) of the GUI in Fig. 3 can be 
considered both as first pane or second pane as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language; a click 
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on a link in the related search listing on the left region displays a different set of search results on 
the right region, as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 4, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 3 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"wherein the user navigation comprises a user selecting a link included in the first search 
result in the first GUI and updating the second pane comprises updating a link in the second pane 
in response to the link viewed in the first pane" (see [column 5, lines 50-65]). 

As to claim 5, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"permitting viewing of a new web page in the first pane by clicking on links in both the 
first and second panes" (see [column 5, lines 50-65]). 

As to claim 6, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Rorex et al. teach: 

"wherein determining second search parameter includes parsing a URL associated with 
the first search result fi^om the first search engine to extract the second search parameter" (see 
[column 6, lines 20-50] wherein the search request which can be a hyperlink click as disclosed 
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must include a URL, and search term used by the search engine must be extracted from that 
URL, as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 7, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et aL teach: 

"allowing entering of a search in the second pane" (see [column 6, lines 20-30] and Fig 3 
wherein clicking on one of the other search categories or related searches listings on the left 
region is equivalent to A pplicant 's "entering of a search in the second pane"); and 

"displaying results of the search in the first pane" (see [column 6, lines 25-67] and Fig. 3 
wherein clicking on one of the other search categories or related searches listings on the left 
region will initiate a search request and a different set of search results generated by the search 
engine web server will be displayed on the right region, as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim 
language). 

As to claim 8, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"displaying a default page when no search results are generated" (see [column 4, lines 
35-50] wherein the disclosure of displaying result in form of a web page indicates that the web 
page informing no search result is equivalent to Applicant 's "default page"). 
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As to claim 9, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"comparing a URL to a watch list that includes one or more URL" (see [column 4, lines 
55-65] and [colxmm 6, lines 20-35] wherein search listings in the database is equivalent to 
A pplicant 's "watch list" and the disclosure of identifying matching search listing implies the 
comparing as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language; also see [column 1 1, lines 50-60]). 

As to claim 11, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 9 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"periodically updating the watch list" (see [column 4, lines 50-65] and [column 5, lines 
15-50] wherein search listing in the database is equivalent to A pplicant 's watch list and the 
listings in database is periodically updated depending on bids by advertisers). 

As to claim 12, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim ! 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"disabling the second pane based on a rule" (see [column 6, lines 50-60] and [column 5, 
lines 65] wherein going to another web page may not display information on two panes as the 
search result web page). 
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As to claim 13, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
12 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"wherein the rule comprises disabling the second pane if no search results are generated" 
(see [column 4, lines 35-52] and [column 5, lines 1-15]). 

As to claim 14, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
12 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"disabling the second pane in response to external input" (see [column 5, lines 50-55] 
wherein. clicking on hypertext link is equivalent to an external input as illustrated in A pplicant 's 
claim language, and a corresponding web page may not display information in two region as the 
search result page). 

As to claim 15, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
14 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"wherein the external input comprises an input received via a button or hyperlink" (see 
[column 5, lines 50-55]). 

As to claim 16, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 



Application/Control Number: 10/679,788 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2164 

Rorex et al. teach: 

"receiving a personal preference from an external source" (see [column 7, lines 55-65] 
and Fig. 3b wherein a link labeled "more" provides a way to receiving personal preference as 
illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 17, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
16 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"wherein the personal preference includes a language preference, opening preference, 
size of the second pane, or the display search results" (see [column 7, lines 55-65] and Fig. 3b 
for a link labeled "more" which represents a personal preference as illustrated in Applicant 's 
claim language). 

As to claim 20, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"automatically opening a second pane in the active mode" (see Fig. 3 wherein the search 
results will automatically display search result list and related searches list in two regions or 
panes as in Fig. 3, as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 



As to claim 25, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
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Rorex et al. teach: 

"displaying the first search result comprises displaying a plurality of addresses associated 
with the first search result" (see [page 7, lines 1-10] and Fig. 3 wherein the search result list is 
equivalent to A pplicant 's "first search result"), and 

"displaying the second search resuh comprises displaying a plurality of addresses 
associated with the second search result" (see [page 7, column 55-65] and Fig. 3 wherein the 
related searches listings is equivalent to Applicant 's "second search result", and a list of 
hyperlinks is equivalent to A pplicant 's "a plurality of addresses" since each hyperlink is always 
associated with a URL or internet address). 

As to claim 26, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"wherein the first search result comprises a plurality of URL links associated with the 
first search parameter" (see [page 7, columns 1-10] and Fig. 3 wherein the search result list is 
equivalent to the first search result as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 27, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach : 

"wherein the second search result comprises a plurality of URL links associated with the 
second search parameter" (see [page 7, columns 55-65] and Fig. 3 wherein the related searches 
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listings is equivalent to Applicant 's "second search result", and the list of hyperlinks is 
equivalent to a plurality of URL links as illustrated in Applicant's claim language since each 
hyperlink is always associated with a URL). 

. As to claim 2L Rorex et al teach: 
"One or more machine readable media for storing instructions that are executable" (see 
Abstract), the instructions for causing one or more processing devices to: 

"display content associated with a universal resource locator (URL) on a graphical user 
interface (GUI)" (see [column 3, lines 55-67]); 

"receive a first search parameter for a first search engine" (see [column 4, lines 35-50] 
wherein keyword queries is equivalent to A pplicant 's "first search parameter", and the search 
engine web server 108 is equivalent to Applicant 's "first search engine"); 

"display a first search result in a first pane of the GUI, the first search result being 
associated with the first search parameter and generated using the first search engine" (see 
[column 4, lines 35-65], [column 6, lines 30-67] and Fig. 3 wherein search resuh list is 
equivalent to A pplicant 's "first search result", and the right region which displays the search 
resuh list is equivalent to Applicant 's "first pane of the GUI"); 

"determine, for a second search engine, a second search parameter associated with the 
first search parameter, the second search engine being different fi-om the first search engine" (see 
[column 6, lines 20-60] wherein search request is equivalent to Applicant 's "first search 
parameter", search term is equivalent to A pplicant 's "second search parameter", the search 
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engine web server is equivalent to A pplicant 's "first search engine", and the related search web 
server is equivalent to Applicant 's "second search engine"); and 

"display a second search result in a second pane of the GUI, the second search result 
being associated with the second search parameter and generated using the second search 
engine" (see [column 6, lines 35-67] and Fig.3 wherein related search results or related search 
listings is equivalent to A pplicant 's "second search result" and the left region of the GUI of Fig. . 
3 which displays the related search listing is equivalent to Applicant 's "second pane of the 
GUI"). 

As to claim 22, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
21 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"automatically update the second pane in response to a change in the first pane" (see 
[column 6, lines 20-60] wherein for each search request, a different search result list displayed 
on the right region and different related search result listings displayed on the left region which 
interprets A pplicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 23, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
21 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Rorex et al. teach: 

"automatically update the second pane in response to a user navigation in the first pane" 
(see [column 6] and Fig. 3 wherein each region (left or right) of the GUI in Fig. 3 can be 
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considered both as first pane or second pane as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim language; a click 
on a link in the related search listing on the left region displays a different set of search results on 
the right region, as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim language). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 10, 19 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rorex et al. (US Patent No 6,876,997) as applied to claims 1 and 21 above, and further in view 
of Kvneetal. (US Patent 6,615,237). 

As to claim 10, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 9 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Rorex et al. do not teach "automatically opening a second pane in response to a user 
navigation to a URL included in the watch list". 

Kvne et al. teach "automatically opening a second pane in response to a user navigation 
to a URL included in the watch list" (see [column 8, lines 55-67] and [column 9, lines 1-10] 
wherein search provider list is equivalent to Applicant 's "watch list" and choosing the option 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/679,788 Page 1 5 

Art Unit: 2164 

"Display results, and go to the most likely site" could automatically open the second pane to 
display search results when the user uses a search provider (accessed by a URL) to perform the 
search). 

It would be obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rorex et al. by the teaching of KyneetaL, since adding the feature 
of automatically opening a second pane in response to a user navigation to a URL included in the 
watch list provides an effective way to control the look of the user interface of the browser. 

As to claim 19, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Rorex et aL do not teach "opening a second pane in response to a input in a passive 

mode". 

Kvne et al. teach "opening a second pane in response to an input in a passive mode" (see 
[column 8, lines 55-67] and [column 9, lines 1-10] wherein the user selection of "Display results, 
and go to the most likely site" open the second pane as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim 
language). 

It would be obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rorex et al. by the teaching of Kvne et al., since adding the feature 
of opening a second pane in response to a input in a passive mode provides one more and 
effective way to control the look of the user interface of the browser. 
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As to claim 24, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
21 and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Rorex et al teach "a watch list having a URL" (see [column 11, lines 50-55] where URL 
list is equivalent to Applicant 's "watch list"). 

Rorex et aL do not teach "automatically opening a second pane in response to a user 
navigation to a URL included in the watch list". 

Kvne et al teach "automatically opening a second pane in response to a user navigation 
to a URL included in the watch list" (see [column 8, lines 55-67] and [column 9, lines 1-10] 
wherein search provider list is equivalent to Applicant 's "watch list" and choosing the option 
"Display results, and go to the most likely site" could automatically open the second pane to 
display search results when the user uses a search provider (accessed by a URL) to perform the 
search). 

It would be obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Rorex et al. by the teaching of Kvne et aL . since adding the feature 
of automatically opening a second pane in response to a user navigation to a URL included in the 
watch list provides an effective way to control the look of the user interface of the browser. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Phuong-Thao Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-2735. 



The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM (Mon - Fri). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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